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DISTRICT 2 GENERAL OVERVIEW

The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFWtrict 2 is located in eastern
Washington, bordering ldaho, and covers Lincoln, Whitman, and Spokanges.Game
managementnits (GMUS) in District 2 include 128Mount Spokane)127(Mica Peak) 130
(Cheney) 133(Roosevelt) 136(Harrington) 139(Steptoe)and142 (Almota) (Figure 1).The
majority of the district is in private ownershgn hunters are highly encouragegéture access
prior to the hunting season or applying for special permits.

The geography of District 2 includes the edge ofRbeky Mountain Range in the east, the
Columbia Basin in the wesind the Channeled Sdands and Palouse in betweghis diverse
geography supports a wide range of habitats that include mixed coniferous forests dominated by
Douglas fir larch, Ponderosa pins¢atterecispen groves, scabland, sagebrush steppe,
grasslands, anelxtensive agricultural land$opography varies from500 feetabove sea level

along the Snake River in the souththe 5883 foot MountSpokane in the north. Donant river
drainages include the Spokane, Palouse, Colurab@Snakerivers.

District 2 isbest knowrfor its deer hunting opportunitiemcludingwhite-tailed deer in the
Spokane and Palouse agricultural laadd mule deer in the Channeled Scablamdsbreaks of
the Snake RiveQuality hunting opportunities also exist for other game species, including
pheasant and elk, if hunters have secured access to privateMade and bighorn shee
hunterscan enjoy quality hunts if thegre selected fapecal permit huntsandif they have
secured private land access prior to applying

4| Page



i \ : T s T
|District 2 - Spokane District|
s S} R T /u'/x ,

VRS

VRS
2 !ﬂ&“‘

[_] oMu Boundary R P
[ oistrict 2 : i f AN P
/ esd| DeL ) p; InCremen L Gap,
A0, PETHY N, AL, Ordp

Figure 1. General location and gamamagementnits (GMUs) for WDFW District 2.
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ELK

GENERAL INFORMATION, MANAGEMENT GOALS, A ND POPULATION
STATUS

The elk population imistrict 2is referred to as the Spokane $wdyd of the Selkirk hetd’he

Selkirk herd of Rocky Mountain elk originated in Pend Oreille County and has expanded its

range over thealst 40 years to this distridis elk habitat in District 2 continues to lost to

agricultural conversion and urban sprawl, our goal is to maintain the population at its current

level (roughly 10001500 elk) to limit agricultural damagedoonflict within urban areas.
Consequentl y, an fan yegereral geadorain all &dIe maoritp f f er e d
of the land in the district is in private ownership, so managing this population requires landown
tolerance and cooperation.

WDFW does not condudbrmal population srveysto manage thelk in most of Distric®.

Rather, harvest data (Figure$Y, opportunistic surveysightings, and damage complaints are

used to indicate popation trendsThe exception is GMU 130 (Cheney), where the majority of

t he di st r i c t50percenittypicallyaacursdle Chefeg Bit includes Turnbull

National Wildlife Refuge, which has been regularly surveyed for siegelanccompgsition for

the lastl4yearsWDFW6s herd composition objective is t
100 cows prénunt and/or 12 to@bulls per 100 cows po$tunt. The 20B pre-hunt aerial survey

of Turnbulland surroundingreawithin GMU 130 found the bulio cow ratio to beabovethis

management objectivBased on the survey, 28talf production wasbove averageavith a calf

to cow ratio of73 calves pet00cows.Combined data sources fibve entirety oDistrict 2 over

the last ten years indicata averallstablepopulationwith some local populations declining and
othesincreasingFor more detail on the status of elkinWasngt on, see WDFWO0s
Game Status and Trend Repdiso available is a generabw-to guide for elk hunting entitled

AfThe BAaAsiEt& Hunt i n Youican find/this documeph theWDBW website

here
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https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/02058
https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01807
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Figure 2. EIk general season total harvestDinstrict 2 by GMU for all weapon types combined.

WHICH GMU SHOULD ELK HUNTERS HUNT?

For archery hunters, GM8124and127 provide the best terrain, whereas the terrain in GMUs
1361 142 is better suited for muzzleloader and modern fire@ih@.highest proportion of the elk
harvest consistently occurs in GMUs 124, 127, and 130 (FRJuHunterswho gain access to
privatelands in GMWs 127 and.30 have typically had the highest suc¢céssugh success in
GMUs 136 & 139 has been higher the past coapiears(Figure4). In GMU 130, hunters

likely benefit from animals moving on and off Turnbull National #ifie Refuge during the
seasonWith one third of the elk hunters in District 2, GMU 1Mt(Spokane) sustains the
greatest hunting pressure. As a result, overall hunter success is lower there, although the unit
periodicallyproduces one of thehigherharvests ofnature bulls (6points; Figure3). Private

timber companies, especially Inland Empire P&[#P), offer public access ithis unit with a

paid permit.Seelnland Empire Paper CompanfRecreéional Usefor their rules and
regulationsHunters should be aware that motorized access may be limited or closed completely
on IEP and other timber company lands duedad conditionslogging operationgyr fire
dangerHunters are advised to check closures and restrictions (sefitireg outQuality

Services, the property access manageltBr providesaccess updatemline.

Elk in District 2 appear to be expanding into new areas, and harvest in GMUs 139 (Steptoe) and
142 (Almow) has increased over the last filgars.Some of theselk appear to move back and
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http://iepco.com/forestry/rec-use/
https://www.quality-service-inc.com/inland-empire-paper-company/what-you-need-to-know/

forth between Idaho and Washington, so timing and atcogs$vate lands will be the key to
succeshull elk hunting in these GMU€£omplaints of agricultural damage have been on the rise,
especially in areas where crops have been recentbeded to legumed.hese scattered groups

of 20 100 elk have been repged causing damage in areas including Fairfield south to Tekoa in
GMU 127, the area from Dusty east to Palouse, south to Uniontown, and along the Snake River
breaks in GMUs 139 and 142, and fr@iyler nearthe Lincoln/Spokane County border

Sprague andarth to Edwallin GMU 130.There has also been an increase in reported crop
damage by 6@0 elk along the river breaks in northern GMU 130 over the past 5 years.

For more dwiled harvest information, s&astrict 2- 2018 Game Harvest Statistics Ontine

Elk General Season Harvest

Elk Special Permits Harvest
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Figure 3. Number of mature bulls (6+ points) harvested by GMU in District 2.
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https://wdfw.wa.gov/hunting/management/game-harvest/2018/elk-general#dist-2
https://wdfw.wa.gov/hunting/management/game-harvest/2018/elk-special#dist-2

25%

20%
—t—124

15% == 127
=130
=5¢=133

10% =136
—=0—139
e 142

5%

0% T T T T T T T T T 1

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 4. Elk general season hunter success in District 2 by GMU for all weapon tgieBined.
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Figure 5. Elk general season hunteffert (dayskill) in District 2 by GMU for all weapon types
combined.
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ELK AREAS

Elk Area 1015 is located within Tupnll National Wildlife RefugeTurnbull special permit
hunts were created in 2010 to address damage to aspen stands and address complaints from
landownes in the arealhese e walkin only hunts, except forisabledhunt permit holderdn
past years, e bull permit (any weapon type) and 62 antlerless pemeitsoffered.For the
2019 seasothis has been changed 58 and includes 1 bull, 4 spilanly, and 53 antlerless
permits Permits includeeach weapon typas well as hunts fgrouth, master inters, and
hunters with cabilities Turnbull hunters averagek® percentsuccess for antlerless hunts in
2018, considerablypelowthe previous 5ea average o8B0 percentThearchery hunhas been
particularly challengingwith an average of percent successate althougharchers harvesteti
animalsin 2018, more than all other weapon types combthesdyear The bull rmiteehas
been successful once in the pagears but was successful each year for the first four years
For more information about TurnbWlational Wildlife Refugevisit Turnbull - U.S. Fishand
Wildlife Service

To address winter property damage in the area, there are also tdesedson raffle permits
andoneWDFW special permit offered on Columbia Plateau Wildlife Management Association
(CPWMA) properties in areas around Turnbdditional Wildlife Refuge See thePrivate Lands
Programsection for more information on acreage enrolled an€C#¢/MA websitefor detils
ontheir hunt management.

WHAT TO EXPECT DURIN G THE 2019 SEASON

Across all GMUs, elk hunter succeisring the general seasbas averagetl2 percentover the
last10years, and hunter effort (days/kill) has averagedays/kill. These numbers vary widely

by GMU (Figures #5), ashunter success depends heavily on the work the hunter is willing to
put in to obtén access to private properifijhere arevell over 100 propertiesenrolled in

WDFW&6s private | andinDistrictt2iThe gnajaity of éhese arepbuilo g r a m
arourd upland game and deer huntilngwever some support elk hunting as well, so
opportunities exist for elkunters who do their researdtorlocations of these properties, visit

our newHunt Reqgulations Wehap
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http://www.fws.gov/refuge/Turnbull/what_we_do/resource_management/Elk_Management.html
http://www.fws.gov/refuge/Turnbull/what_we_do/resource_management/Elk_Management.html
http://www.cpwma.org/
https://geodataservices.wdfw.wa.gov/huntregs/

DEER

GENERAL INFORMATION, MANAGEMENT GOALS, A ND POPULATION
STATUS

District 2 has both whitgailed deer Qdocoileus virginianusand mule deeiddocoileus
hemionuy White-tailed deer are found predominantly in the north andpasbns of the
district, in the forest/agricultural interfae@d along riparian corridorbule deer are
predominantly found in the west and south of the district, in the shrpestepablands, and
farmlands.

Deer population levels are closely tieddtoughts severe wintergjiseaseand landuse
practices. The primary management objective for wkiéed and mule deer in District 2 is to
keep the herds stable to slightly increasingd within landowner toleranc&iventhatthe
majority of the landn the district is in private ownership, managing this population without
landowner cooperation is impossibledditional management objectives include maintaining
herds at 1619 bucksper100 doesn the posthuntingseason population.

Currently, WDFW dos not use formal estimates or indices of population singattage white
taileddeer populations in District 2nsteadtrends in harvest (Figur&and?7), hunter success
(Figure8), days per kill (Figur®), andpre-huntingseasorsex and age ratios (Figuté), are

usedto monitorpopulationsWDFW recognizes the limitations of using this data to monitor
trends in population size and we are currently evaluating new approaches to monitoring white
tailed deer population3he harvesstatistics above are also used for managing mule lolgter,
congregatioaof mule deer on winteringrounds allows for viable pastason aerial surveys to
estimatepopulatiors periodically. Flights areconductedeverythree to fiveyears in onjunction

with Districts 4and5. Recent flights estimate the mule deer herds in the Washtucna and Odessa
areas to be around 080 and 1000 respectivelyi-or more details on the resutibthese

flights, please see the Columbia Basin Mule Deer Management Zone sectior20i8&ame
Status and Trend Report
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https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/02058
https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/02058
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Figure6. Mule deer general season buck harvest in District 2 by Gbtlall weapon types combined.
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Figure7. White-tailed deer general season buck harvest in District 2 by GMlall weapon types
combined.

Mule deemgeneral seasdouckharvest {189buckstotal) increased in all GMU#s 2018 relative
to the previous yedFigure 6)but is still downl5 percentrelative to the previous igea
averageThe trend in vkite-tailed deergeneral seasdouckharvest 2103buckstotal) was
mixed in 2018with GMUs 124 and 130 continuing to show a decline, while the other five
GMUs show an increase in harvest relative to last (feigure 7).White-tailed buck harvest is
still down 32 percentoverallrelative to the previous ifea average
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Figure8. Deer general season hunter success in District 2 by GdMlall weapon types combined.

Similar towhite-tailed deeharvest, hunter succegariedin 2018 with GMUs 124 and 130
showing a decline in success and the ofirerGMUs showing an increas@verall hunter
success\geragel 29 percentin 2018 a decline ofL3 percentfrom the previous 1:§ear average
(Figure8). Hunter effort fays/kill) followed asimilar pattern, with effort decreasing in all
GMUs except 12 and 130 which saw increas@szerallhunters averaged Iays/kil in 2018
compared td.3 days/kill for the previous ear averag€-igure9).
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Figure9. Deer general seasoragskill in District 2 by GMU for all weapon types combined.

Preseason fawn to doe ratios for whiteled deerebounded in 2018 from the previous fo@ar
decline, bringing it back in line with the previol8 yearaverage of 0.5{Figure 10. Mule deer
fawn to doe ratiavas 0.55 in 2018, lower than the previousyg@raverage of 0.62, but in line
with morerecent estimates (Figure 10yhe lower fawn to doe ratios aassociated withrdught

in 2014 and 2015, the overall hotter and drier conditions in the basin resulting in reduction in
available foragén the late summernd disease outbreaks for whidiled deer specificallyPre
season buck to doe ratios for mule and wtatked deer have been relatively stable over the past
10 yearsaveraging 3 mule and25 white-tailed bucks per 100 does (Figurg.10
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Figure10. District 2 preseason buck to doe (Augt) and fawn to doe (Septdrar) ratios (blue lines
with 90 perceniCl) and total count (purple lines) by species.

The decline irharvest oboth species is likely due to a series of events stemming from the 2014
and2015 droughtsind the hard winter of 2016/1The droughts reduced fawn survival,

especially in the mule deer populations in 2015 (FigureviBije the winter oR016i 2017

reduced overwinter survival of all de@ihe 2015 drought was also a significant factor in the

blue tongue outbreak that yearhich causedhigh mortality in whitetailed deerMule deer are
rarely affectedy blue tongueand he 2015 aerial flight in the Benge area estimateadnihie
deersubpopulation at 12,918 line with results frompreviousflights in 2009 and 2011
Additionally, fewer huners hunted in the districL4 percentdecline relative to the 1gear

average) and landowners restricted acdessto the bluetongue outbreak

For more information related to the status of deer in Washington, hunters should read through the

most recent version of t@éame Status and Trend Repavhich is available for download on
the WDFW website.

WHAT TO EXPECT DURIN G THE 2019 SEASON

Overall, the whitetailed deer population is down in District 2 dugheblue tongue outbreak of
2015 and the harsh winter of 20T®e population is starting to recover, however the winter of
2018 was anothadifficult winter (though not as bad as 2016) and there was a small outbreak of
Epizootic Hemorrhagic Diseasn northwest Spokane Coun@verall the mule deer population,
while having lower than average fawn recruitment, is relatively stabtauigh poplations of
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